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WASHINGTON, DC 20510

September 23, 2022

The Honorable Michael S. Regan
Administrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Mail Stop 1301A

Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Regan:

As you know, the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit recently vacated the most recent
human health assessment for glyphosate conducted by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). In
order to protect our nation’s public health, | write to urge the EPA to properly follow its Guidelines for
Carcinogen Risk Assessment when finalizing the agency’s registration review decision for glyphosate in
accordance with this court decision.

Glyphosate is the most widely used pesticide in the world. It is applied to an average of 298 million acres
annually in the United States alone.? Glyphosate is generally applied by being sprayed from planes,
ground equipment, or handheld devices. Workers and residential users are exposed to glyphosate when
they handle the chemical during application or enter areas where it was recently sprayed.® The vast
majority of agricultural laborers belong to Black, Indigenous, and People of Color (BIPOC) and low
income communities.* People are also exposed to glyphosate when they eat food from crops treated with
it and traces of the herbicide are found in many foods, ranging from honey and wine to cereal and
hummus.® According to a recent study by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), 87
percent of 650 children tested had detectable levels of glyphosate in their urine.®

In March 2015, The World Health Organization’s International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC)
determined that glyphosate is “probably carcinogenic to humans.”’ Independent research has also linked
glyphosate to a range of human health impacts, from increasing risk of kidney disease in farming
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communities to shortened pregnancies and lowered birth weight.®® Coupled with ecological concerns, this
has since prompted eleven countries to ban and thirteen countries to significantly restrict glyphosate.*

However, EPA has continuously asserted the safety of glyphosate. In October 2015, despite the IARC’s
findings earlier that year, EPA’s Cancer Assessment Review Committee released a memorandum finding
that glyphosate is “Not Likely to be Carcinogenic to Humans.”*! According to the Ninth Circuit Court
decision, EPA’s Office of Research and Development expressed concerns regarding the Cancer
Assessment Review Committee’s failure to follow its cancer assessment guidelines. The agency ignored
these concerns.

Then, in 2016, EPA issued the “Glyphosate Issue Paper: Evaluation of Carcinogenic Potential” and
consulted the agency’s Scientific Advisory Panel. This panel then issued its own concerns, similar to
those of the Office of Research and Development, that EPA failed to follow its cancer assessment
guidelines.’ Once again, the agency disregarded these concerns and, in 2017, released a draft risk
assessment finding that glyphosate poses no serious human health risks. EPA’s most recent assessment,
the January 2020 Interim Registration Review Decision for glyphosate which was subsequently struck
down by United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, reaffirmed this stance.*®

Given the serious risks associated with glyphosate, the agency’s pattern of failing to adhere to its cancer
assessment guidelines and the court’s vacatur of the human health portion of the agency’s most recent
human health assessment, EPA must ensure the most rigorous final assessment possible. It is
unacceptable for the agency to continue to reassert conclusions built on inconsistent findings.

I urge the EPA to closely follow its Guidelines for Carcinogen Risk Assessment in its current review of
glyphosate in order to protect our nation’s public health from this dangerous chemical.

Sincerely,

A —

Cory A. Booker

United States Senator
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